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NOTICE  OF  A  HIGHWAY  DEPARTMENT 


INFORMATIONAL  MEETING 


The  Department  of  Highways  will  hold  an  Informational  Meeting  in  the 
Lakeside  School  Gym  in  Lakeside,  Montana  on  Wednesday,  June  10,  1981 
at  7:30  P.M.  to  review  changes  in  the  major  design  features  of  a 
segment  of  U.S.  93  in  Lake  County  as  shown  in  the  attached  Alternates. 
The  project  begins  2.3  miles  northeast  of  Dayton  and  extends  northerly  7.5 
miles  to  a  point  1  mile  south  of  the  Flathead  County  Line. 

INVITATION  IS  HEREBY  EXTENDED  TO  ALL  INTERESTED  PERSONS  to  attend 
this  meeting  and  review  the  further  development  on  the  design  of  the 
project  since  the  Public  Hearing.  Their  written  briefs  or  verbal 
arguments  either  for  or  against  the  proposals  will  be  accepted  at 
the  meeting  or  for  ten  (10)  days  following. 

Dated  May  19,  1981 


Project:  F  5-2  (3) 

Flathead  County  Line -South 


The  following  is  a  transcript  of  a  Highway  Department  Informational  meeting 
held  in  the  School  Gym  in  Lakeside,  Montana  on  Wednesday,  June  10,  1981  at 
7:30  P.M.  relating  to  the  proposed  location  and  major  design  feature  of  a 
highway  reconstruction  project  on  7.5  miles  of  U.S.  Highway  93,  beginning  2.3 
miles  northeast  of  Daton  and  extending  norhterly  to  a  point  1  mile  south  of 
the  Flathead  County  line. 

The  meeting  reviewed  changes  in  alignment  between  stations  1280  and  1340, 
(M  &  S  Meats),  also  between  1590  to  1630  (Goose  Bay). 

The  following  Department  of  Highways  personnel  attended  the  hearing: 

Tom  Barnard,  Supervisor-Division  Construction  Section,  Kali  spell 
Howard  Johnson,  Supervisor-Field  Right-of-Way  Section,  Missoula 
Gordon  Larson,  Supervisor,  Consultant  Design  Section 
Bill  Stephenson,  Assistant  Manager-Public  Hearings  Unit,  Helena 
Dan  Bartsch,  Manager-Public  Hearings  Unit,  Helena 

From  Federal  Highway  Administration: 

H.  J.  "Ollie"  Ollila,  Environmental  Manager 

From  the  Consulting  Firm  of  Alpha  Engineer,  Butte: 

John  Cashell,  President 
Will  Carey,  Designer 
Ray  Masters,  Designer 

TRANSCRIPT 

D.  BARTSCH:     I  guess  we  had  better  get  started.  For  those  who  weren't  here 
last  time  or  don't  remember,  my  name  is  Dan  Bartsch  and  I  am 
the  Manager  of  the  Public  Hearings  Unit  for  the  Highway  Depart- 
ment.  Bill  Stephenson  my  assistant  over  here,  wasn't  here 
last  time.   A  couple  of  the  people  who  are  going  to  be 
involved  in  the  presentation  this  evening,  Tom  Barnard  most  of 
you  probably  know  is  the  Supervisor-Division  Construction 
Section  in  Kali  spell  and  his  people  will  be  involved  when  it 
is  under  construction.  Gordon  Larson  behind  him  is  the  Super- 
visor of  the  Consultant  Design  Section  for  the  Highway  and  his 
office  is  in  Helena.   As  you  probably  recall  this  is  being 
designed  by  a  consulting  firm,  so  his  job  is  coordinating  the 
requirements  and  their  work.  Howard  Johnson  is  in  the  back 
there,  Howard  is  with  the  Highway  Department  also  and  he  is 
the  Supervisor  of  the  Field  Right-of-Way  Office  in  Missoula. 
As  soon  as  we  get  an  approved  right-of-way  plan,  his  people 
will  be  responsible  for  purchasing  the  right-of-way  necessary. 
The  consultant  firm  is  Alpha  Engineers,  John  Cashell  is  the 
President  of  that  firm  and  he  is  here.   His  chief  Project 
Engineer  is  Will  Carey  up  here,  he  will  be  going  over  the 
changes  and  the  design  that  we  have  to  look  at  tonight.  Ray 


c 


^  Masters  is  the  designer  that  has  worked  with  them  on  it.   I 

W  think  that  is  most  of  the  people  from  the  Highway  and  the 

consultant  firm. 

This  is  still  in  the  primary  fund  pot  and  we  are  still  looking 
toward  that  fund  for  the  money.  That  fund  is  still  being  split 
between  State  funds,  the  State  gas  tax  of  22%  and  the  Federal 
funds  of  78%.   From  the  Federal  Highway  Office  tonight  is 
Ollie  Ollila.   He  is  an  Environmental  Engineer  and  works  out 
of  the  Helena  Office,  he  is  involved  a  great  deal  on  the 
approval  of  the  Federal  funds  and  sees  that  the  job  goes 
according  to  their  requirements.  This  evening,  as  the  notice 
stated,  this  is  billed  as  an  Informational  Meeting.   It  is 
actually  a  follow-up  or  an  addendum  to  the  formal  Design 
Public  Hearing  that  we  had  back  in  September  of  last  year. 
The  primary  items  are  the  two  or  three  changes  in  the  proposal 
that  we  had.   They  have  looked  into  some  alternates,  some 
alignment  changes  and  we  thought  it  was  necessary  to  go 
through  the  exact  same  steps  as  the  formal  public  hearing, 
come  back  with  these  alternate  proposals  and  throw  them  out 
for  discussion,  show  you  what  we  came  up  with.   These  were 
primarily  based  on  the  comments,  criticisms,  and  so  forth  that 
you  folks  had  of  the  alignments  that  we  had  last  time. 

We  will  kind  of  go  through  the  same  steps  basically.   I  will 
have  Will  Carey  point  out  generally  where  the  changes  were 
£  made.   I  don't  think  it  will  be  necessary  to  have  a  right-of- 

way  presentation  as  such,  but  Howard  is  here  if  we  want  to 
look  into  some  of  the  right-of-way  details  a  little  later  or 
questions.   As  soon  as  Will  gets  through  then  we  will  have  a 
discussion  period  and  questions  to  get  your  reaction.  I  will 
also  prepare  a  transcript  of  this  meeting  and  we  will  distri- 
bute it  in  the  same  manner  as  we  did  the  transcript  of  the 
public  hearing.  So,  with  that  in  mind  we  will  have  Will  start 
and  then  we  will  get  the  mikes  going  and  get  into  the 
discussion. 

W.  CAREY:      Well,  like  Dan  said,  I  am  just  going  to  point  out  the  alter- 
nates that  we  have  come  up  with,  they  are  not  changes  yet. 
Anyway,  it  is  pretty  much  the  same  from  the  beginning  of  the 
project  clear  up  to  about  station  1280  here.  At  that  point, 
based  on  our  investigations  and  a  lot  of  questions  at  the  last 
hearing  about  the  hill  alternate,  why  we  hadn't  pursued  that, 
we  developed  a  line  that  did  go  in  back  of  the  locker  plant 
and  up  on  the  hill  here,  from  approximately  Station  1270 
through  1350.  Now,  each  one  of  these  alternate  ideas  has  it's 
good  points  and  it's  bad  points.  By  going  on  the  hill  alter- 
nate, we  have  eliminated  a  truck-climbing  lane.  This  gradient 
through  this  area  was  easy  enough  that  we  didn't  have  to 
provide  a  passing  lane  until  we  got  clear  to  this  point  here. 
Before  we  had  started  it  clear  down  by  the  meat  market,  over 
£  in  this  vicinity.   Now,  one  of  the  advantages  of  the  hill 

alternate  is  that  it  didn't  infringe  on  anybody's  front  lawns 
or  anything  like  that,  where  the  other  alternate  has. 
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On  the  P.T.W.  alternate  that  we  developed,  now  this  one  was 
developed  from  ideas  given  to  us  by  a  committee  of  citizens 
that  lived  in  this  vicinity.   They  suggested  that  we  just 
simply  offset  our  line  approximately  50'  to  the  west  and 
parallel  it  right  along  until  we  got  around  the  vicinity  of 
the  trailer  court  here,  where  we  moved  about  in  the  same  place 
as  before.   Then  from  around  this  curve,  instead  of  being  on 
the  left  side  of  the  road,  the  center! ine  was  moved  down  to 
where  it  followed  the  existing  centerline,  thereby  impacting 
kind  of  an  equal  amount  on  either  side.  Up  to  this  trailer 
court,  all  of  the  impact  was  on  the  up-hill  side  of  the  road, 
thereby  eliminating  any  damage  to  these  lakeshore  properties 
in  this  vicinity,  from  about  1280  to  1310. 

Now,  let's  skip  on  up  here  in  the  vicinity  of  1440  and  1460. 
We  have  made  a  simple  degree  of  curve  change  so  that  we 
flattened  the  curve  out,  which  kind  of  shifted  it  to  the  left. 
By  doing  that  it  kept  all  of  the  construction  limits  inside 
the  existing  right-of-way.  Going  on  ahead  down  here,  our  next 
change  begin  just  beyond  the  Smith  Camp  at  about  1590.  We  had 
considerable  input  from  a  group  of  concerned  citizens  that 
said  they  would  like  to  have  the  road  shifted  up  to  the  west 
to  nullify  the  impact  on  all  of  these  Goose  Bay  properties. 
Now,  by  doing  this  we  have  been  able  to  keep  a  frontage  road 
from  the  Table  Bay  area  all  the  way  to  1635  approximately.   In 
this  whole  stretch  here  we  have  two  approaches,  one  of  them 
right  at  1635  and  the  other  one  right  here  at  Smith  Camp,  that 
is  the  only  two  accesses  in  that  whole  area. 

Now,  there  are  a  lot  of  good  things  about  this  particular 
alignment  change.   We  have  moved  it  over  so  you  do  have  a 
frontage  road  all  the  way  along;  there  is  a  buffer  zone  of 
trees  to  be  included  from  approximately  1598  clear  up  to  1620, 
thereby  decreasing  the  noise  level  and  so  on,  on  these 
properties  down  below  here.   We  have  managed  to  stay  out  of 
the  State  Park  by  this  line  change,  which  helped  our  program 
quite  a  bit.  We  have  several  displays  around  the  room  showing 
more  exact  the  impacted  areas,  so  if  you  want  to  look  at  them, 
we  have  this  Goose  Bay  area  on  two  display  boards  over  here 
and  the  M  &  S  Meats  area,  and  Winkley's  property  displayed  on 
a  sheet  in  the  back  of  the  room.  I  can't  think  of  anything 
offhand  now  that  I  haven't  brushed  on,  I  will  probably  be  able 
to  get  a  lot  more  to  you  by  any  questions  you  have. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Thanks  Will,  just  a  second  and  I  will  get  the  questions. 
As  I  mentioned,  we  are  going  to  make  a  transcript  of  this 
meeting  so  we  nave  a  couple  of  microphones  out  there  and  we 
would  like  to  make  sure  that  you  have  one  when  you  bring  up  a 
comment  or  question.   Identify  yourself  the  same  way  you  did 
before  so  that  we  attribute  the  proper  comments  and  questions 
to  the  proper  people. 

Since  this  is  an  extension  of  the  formal  public  hearing  we 
don't  have  to  get  into  too  much  detail  except  to  on  mention 
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W.  McDOUGALL: 


that  we  did  prepare  an  environmental  statement  and  that  it  is 
still  the  same  statement  and  study  which  applied  to  the 
original,  it  still  applies  to  applies  to  these  alternates,  and 
we  didn't  have  to  make  any  changes  on  that.   I  don't  believe 
we  have  to  mention  or  cover  anything  else,  do  we  Gordon,  as 
far  as  formal  requirements.   We  covered  them  pretty  well  at 
the  other  hearing.   A  gentleman  here  said  he  had  a  question, 
yes  sir? 

My  name  is  Walter  McDougall  and  we  live  in  Goose  Bay.  Did  I 
understand  that  you  were  to  have  two  entrance  roads  at  Goose 
Bay,  one  which  is  presently  almost  in  existence  and  the  other 
one  at  Smith  Camp,  is  that  to  be  a  continuous  entrance  road 
from  one  point  to  the  other? 


D.  BARTSCH: 
W.  CAREY: 
D.  BARTSCH: 


W.  McDOUGALL: 
D.  BARTSCH: 


W.  McDOUGALL: 


Is  that  right,  Will? 

I'm  sorry,  I  missed  the  question. 

He  asked  if  the  approach  road  that  you  are  proposing  in  the 
Smith  Camp  area  to  come  off  of  the  new  road  down  to  the 
present  highway  and  the  approach  road  at  the  opposite  end  near 
the  State  Park,  that  ties  to  the  present  road,  would  that  form 
a  continuous  road  that  you  can  drive  from  one  approach  to  the 
other,  is  that  correct?  He  says  yes,  that  is  correct. 

What  you  are  saying  then  is  that  the  present  road  remains 
where  it  is? 

Exactly,  between  those  two  points,  yes,  it  will  remain  as  an 
access  road  to  those  properties  and  then  of  course,  the 
existing  approaches  that  now  come  off  of  the  present  road  down 
to  those  properties  will  remain. 

Okay.   He  said  there  was  only  going  to  be  two  and  this 
confused  me,  as  long  as,  so  that  Mr.  Regan  can  get  into  his 
house,  he  better  have  an  approach  road  is  what  I  was  thinking 
about. 


D.  BARTSCH:     Yes,  if  Will  didn't  explain  them  or  you  are   confused  as  to 

just  how  some  of  the  proposals  work,  speak  up.   He  did  go  over 
them  rather  sketchily  for  that  reason,  to  find  out  what 
particular  areas  we  want  to  talk  about  or  discuss.  Anybody 
else  have  any  comments  or  questions  that  you  would  like  to 
bring  up.   There  may  be  more  questions  before  we  get  into 
positive  or  negative  comments,  yes  ma'am? 

S.  ROLFING:     I  have  a  question  concerning  the  point  1280  on  this  chart 
here.   How  would  the  people  in  the  lower,  down  toward  the 
lake,  get  onto  the  highway  if  you  went  with  the  hill  alter- 
nate?  I  am  Sue  Rolfing.   I  am  representing  Trena  Rolfing. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay,  fine  Miss  Rolfing.   Yes,  I  guess  I  didn't  hear  Will 
comment  on  how  the  approaches  would  tie  in  if  the  hill 
alternate  were  adopted. 
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W.  CAREY: 


S.  ROLFING: 
W.  CAREY: 

D.  BARTSCH: 


We  have  an  approach  design  for  either  end  of  this  alternate,  a 
real  simple  one  right  on  the  upper  end  to  come  off,  and 
service  this  property  and  a  little  more  complex  one  right  in 
this  vicinity  here.   So  that  there  would  be  a  full  loop  and 
that  is  the  design  at  this  time. 

What  is  the  furthest  distance  an  individual  might  have  to 
drive  to  get  from  their  home  to  the  highway? 

Well,  it  would  be  from  approximately  1315  either  way.   You 
would  have  to  go  to  1315  that  is  3,500  feet,  three-quarters  of 
a  mile  approximately. 

Yes,  on  that  section  if  that  hill  alternate  were  to  be  adopted 
it  would  be  exactly  the  same  as  the  one  we  just  discussed. 
The  present  road  would  be  left  to  have  the  accesses  just 
exactly  as  it  is  now.   For  the  time  being  there  is  no  proposal 
for  any  approaches  off  of  the  new  road  down  across  the  middle 
as  a  cross  connecter.  This  lady  right  here  please? 


MRS.  H.  MARTIN: 


m 


D.  BARTSCH: 


MRS.  H.  MARTIN: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


MRS.  H.  MARTIN: 


• 


I  am  Mrs.  Howard  Martin  and 

the  way  I  see  that  it  looks 

there,  counting  the  shoulders.   I  am  a 

because  there  is  a  hill  there  and  with 

think  that  would  make  it  difficult  to 

property. 


my  property  is  at  that  1350  and 
like  there  would  be  a  48'  road 
little  bit  concerned 
those  shoulders,  I 
get  down  into  my 


You  are  located  right  about  at  the  end  of  the  hill  and  the 
present  road  alternate,  right  in  here? 

If  you  put  your  hand  down  just  a  little  you  can  see  the  house 
there,  down  a  little  ways  to  the  left  a  little  bit,  a  little 
farther,  right  there,  doesn't  it  show  a  building  there? 

The  closest  thing  I  can  see  here  looks  like  maybe  a  couple  of 
haystacks  or  a  couple  of  trees  with  shadows  here  half  way. 
Three  buildings  are    right  here  which  is  quite  a  little 
distance  from  the  road.   I  don't  see  any  other  buildings 
between  what  looks  like  a  quonset  hut  and  a  small  house  down 
to  a  conventional  house  with  a  couple  of  cupolas. 

Wait  a  minute,  it  is  1350.  Well,  I  think  the  house  is  just 
about  there.  Well,  what  I  am  concerned  about  is  that  there 
would  be  a  big  shoulder  in  there  and  with  that  truck  line  the 
way  I  have  it  figured  out  the  road  would  be,  let  me  see,  48' 
wide  and  that  would  be  wider  than  a  lot  of  places,  including 
the  shoulder  and  so  I  am  concerned  because  that  is  a  hillside 
and  if  it  were  west  a  little  ways,  this  land  is  flat  in  here 
and  so  then  there  wouldn't  be  that  big  incline  going  into  my 
property.  And,  I  have  a  little  piece  on  the  other  side  of  the 
road  too,  just  a  little  triangle,  but  I  am  afraid  that  would 
be  very  difficult  to  get  into  there.  The  way  it  is  now,  the 
road  comes  in  like  this,  we  come  in  kind  of  sideways,  but  with 
that  high  bank  I  think  that  would  be  very  difficult. 


(r 


D.  BARTSCH: 


Will,  did  you  want  to  comment  on  that  approach  there  please? 


W.  CAREY:      Mrs.  Martin,  we  have  an  approach  designed  there  and  also  there 
is  a  scenic  turnout  designed  right  in  that  area.  From  that 
scenic  turnout  we  have  an  approach  designed  to  come  in  where 
the  gate  is  now,  you  know  where  you  turn  to  go  down  to  go 
through  the  gate.  Where  the  gate  is  now  we  will  match  your 
road  at  that  point. 

MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  Well,  so  I  can  get  into  my  property  down  there. 

W.  CAREY:  Yes. 

MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  And  it  wouldn't  be  any  steeper? 

W.  CAREY:  No. 


MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  I  can  come  in  that  way? 


W.  CAREY: 


MRS.  H.  MARTIN: 


W.  CAREY: 


a  matter  of  fact  everyone  of  you  can  go  down  to  the 
Department  Office  and  we  have  plans  in  there  if  you 
questions  about  your  specific  approach, 
glad  to  let  you  look  at  the  plans  and  give 
what  you  would  like,  or  what  this  is  going 
do  to  you.  They  will  pass  the  information  along  to  us  and 
will  do  what  we  can  to  get  that  approach  put  back  in.  We 

"in 


Yes,  as 

Highway 

have  any  specific 

These  guys  will  be 

them  your  ideas  of 

to 

we 

are  going  to  try  the  best  we  can  to  build  what  they  call 

kind",  that  means  make  it  as  good  as  it  was  before.   I  can't 

think  of  an  instance  along  throughout  the  job  where  we  have 

cut  anybody  off  intentionally,  we  put  them  back  as  best  we 

can.   So,  if  you  have  any  questions,  Tom  has  a  set  of  plans 

with  all  of  the  approaches  designed,  drawn  in  blue  and  you  can 

see  what  we  have  actually  got  for  you. 

Just  a  minute,  that  scenic  plan  that  you  are  going  to  have 
there,  what  size  would  that  be. 

It  will  amount  to  a  widening  of  the  present  road  about  another 
50'. 


MRS.H.  MARTIN:  Would  that  come  east  or  west? 
W.  CAREY:      East,  out  towards  your  ground. 
MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  How  far? 


W.  CAREY:      About  50',  and  then  right  on  the  very  end  of  it,  you  would 
just  kind  of  dive  off  and  go  into  your  gate. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Apparently  the  alignment  of  the  surface  of  the  pavement  then 
will  be  to  the  west  of  your  approach  and  come  right  over  about 
to  your  approach.   A  gentleman  back  here  please,  yes  sir? 


J.  WINKLEY: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


J.  McCAFFERY: 


I  am  Jack  Winkley  and  my  property  is  from  the  reservation  line 
south  to  the  top  of  the  hill.   I  am  very  opposed  to  the  hill 
route.   The  first  reason,  the  old  road  would  be  an  abandoned 
road.   The  County  Commissioners  said  they  didn't  have  the 
personnel  or  equipment  to  take  care  of  it,  so  we  would  have  to 
go  to  the  top  of  the  hill  beyond  the  meat  market  to  get  on  the 
new  road.   If  that  were  put  in,  and  it  would  butcher  my 
property  and  Mr.  Berting's  just  in  two,  it  would  be  very 
drastic  to  us  and  so  I  would  like  to  see  the  road  follow 
pretty  much  the  present  road.   That  way,  in  the  wintertime 
with  a  storm,  we  would  be  where  we  could  get  in  and  out 
without  fighting  snow  and  we  do  get  snow  once  in  awhile  in 
there  that  is  pretty  severe.  Thank  you. 

Thank  you,  sir.  That  is  one  of  the  bad  features  of  the  align- 
ments that  move  away  and  leave  the  pieces  of  present  road, 
they  would  revert  to  County  maintenance  or  some  other  mainte- 
nance besides  the  Highway  Department.   So,  you  have  to  think 
of  it  that  way  too.  Joe  did  you  want  to  make  a  comment  there? 

My  name  is  Joe  McCaffery  and  I  am  representing  a  number  of  the 
landowners  in  the  area  and  I  would  like  to  advise  my  clients 
at  this  time,  for  a  period  of  8h   to  9  months  there  has  been 
the  finest  cooperation,  that  I  have  ever  experienced  in  48 
years  of  practicing  law,  with  the  State  government,  the 
Federal  government  or  anybody  else.  Now,  Dan  Bartsch  and  his 
crew  and  Jack  Beckert  and  his  office  and  his  men,  have 
cooperated  with  us  fully.   John  Cashell  and  Will  Carey  have 
done  nothing  but  accede  to  every  demand  that  we  have  made  upon 
them  to  preserve  your  recreation  area  in  toward  the  lake  and 
move  it  back  as  far  as  we  could.  Now,  they  have  had  difficul- 
ties, and  many  of  them  in  design,  because  of  excavation  and 
how  much  ground  they  have  to  move  and  what  it  costs  them  to 
move  it.  But,  in  every  instance  they  have  explained  to  us  the 
manner  in  which  they  have  designed  the  road  so  that  even 
though  they  have  to  move  a  considerable  amount  of  earth,  they 
have  a  fill  here  or  a  fill  in  another  direction  that  they  can 
use  it,  and  in  that  way  they  have  accommodated  every  request 
that  we  have  made  within  reason. 


D.  BARTSCH: 


Now,  there  is  certain  areas  that  no  engineer  and  no  design 
engineer  in  the  State  Highway  can  in  any  way  accomodate  us 
because  of  the  contour  of  the  ground  and  the  expense  involved. 
So,  for  my  clients  I  am  really  glad  to  say  that  they  have 
exceeded  in  the  manners  in  which  we  have  represented  to  them 
that  we  wanted  the  road  moved  and  that  was  the  purpose  for 
which  I  was  hired,  was  to  keep  that  road  away  from  the 
recreation  areas  along  the  lake.  And,  at  this  point,  I  really 
am  trying  to  tell  the  boys  that  they  have  done  a  hell  of  a 
fine  job  and  I  think  the  people  along  the  lakeshore  should  be 
appreciate  of  the  work  that  they  have  done. 

Thank  you  Joe,  I  didn't  really  invite  a  commercial  in  support 
of  us  that  way,  I  know  that  Joe  has  been  looking  at  it  and  he 


J.  McCAFFERY: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


M.  OBERG: 


D.  BARTSCH: 
B.  SPURZEM: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


said  that  he  would  advise  us  that  the  alternate  in  the  area  of 
the  Goose  Bay  was  acceptable  to  them  and  thank  you  for  those 
glowing  comments. 

I  would  also  like  to  say  that  we  had  suggested  to  the 
engineers  that  they  graphically  paint  in  where  we  were  before 
our  objections  were  raised  and  where  we  are  now,  so  that  you 
would  have  a  better  understanding  of  what  had  happened  since 
we  came  into  the  picture  and  Will  Carey  spent  many  hours  with 
us  in  getting  our  understanding  of  what  we  wanted  graphically 
to  demonstrate  to  you  people  what  had  been  done  and  I  think 
that  they  have  done  a  fine  job,  thank  you. 

Thank  you  Joe.   That  particular  reference  is  to  the  two 
displays  on  that  far  wall  over  there.  They  are  both  the  same 
by  the  way,  they  cover  the  Goose  Bay  area.   There  are   some 
colored  lines  and  some  colored  areas  on  the  other  section  on 
that  display  in  the  back.   I  guess  most  of  the  other  features 
were  held  pretty  much  the  same  as  what  we  presented  before. 
We  did  have  one  gentleman  speak  firmly  in  favor  basically  of 
the  present  road  alternate  through  this  section  from  station 
1280  to  1350  and  opposing  what  we  refer  to  as  the  hill  alter- 
nate. A  gentleman  here,  please? 

I  am  Milt  Oberg,  owner  of  M  &  S  Meats.  Well,  this  ridiculous 
thing  around  here  is  just  plain  going  to  kill  the  meat  market 
which  we  are  owners  of.   There  isn't  no  way  that  we  can 
survive  the  way  it  is  proposed  over  here,  absolutely  none.  In 
the  wintertime  there  are  four  months  of  three  feet  of  snow  on 
that  road  and  then  you  are  going  to  sit  on  it.  You  don't  get 
people  to  come  off  that  highway  to  come  down  over  here,  never. 
This  is  the  way  it  is  anymore  and  that  is  just  the  way  that  we 
feel,  we  are  violently  against  it. 

Okay,  you  are  against  what  we  refer  to  as  the  hill  alternate. 
Thank  you.  A  gentleman  in  back  here? 

Yes,  I  am  Bill  Spurzem  and  I  have  some  questions  about  the 
Smith  Camp  area.   You  show,  where  you  have  the  two  C's,  one 
was  a  buffer  zone  here  and  then  you  just  suddenly  cease.   Now, 
are  the  plans  to  continue  over  here? 

Yes,  Will  didn't  go  into  this  too  much  and  I  was  going  to  try 
and  explain  that  and  I  guess  it  slipped  my  mind.  When  people 
were  up  here  looking  at  the  display  boards  there  is  a  little 
confusion  if  you  don't  realize  that  we  really  have  one  full 
set  of  boards  here,  the  same  set  that  we  had  at  the  public 
hearing  in  September,  then  this  board  #3  here,  which  shows  the 
hill  alternate  and  the  present  road  alternate  by  the  M  &  S 
Meats  is  a  new  board  which  repeats  the  first  part  of  board  #2. 

Now  over  here  on  the  right,  the  area  that  you  were  just 
referring  to  is  more  the  second  section  of  Smith  Camp  area, 
and  this  board  which  would  be  the  5th  board  is  the  insert 
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board.   It  shows  the  new  alignment.  The  ends  of  these  tapes 
at  1590  and  1640  fit  the  second  half  of  the  6th  board  and  onto 
the  last  board.   The  alignment  remains  the  same  outside  this 
area  on  the  last  two  boards.  Here  is  the  Smith  Camp  area  here 
again  and  the  Goose  Bay  area  on  the  two  displays.  A  gentleman 
right  here?  ■ 

B.  KEMLER:     My  name  is  Bob  Kemler  and  I  would  like  to  ask  you  one  question 
and  I  would  like  to  make  two  statements.  On  the  P.T.W.  align- 
ment I  take  it  then  that  in  building  that  alignment  you  would 
take  out  the  existing  road  and,  therefore,  there  would  be 
nothing  to  turn  back  to  the  County.   Whereas  on  the  hill 
alternate  you  are  turning  back  a  piece  of  road  to  the  County, 
is  that  correct? 

D.  BARTSCH:     Basically  that  is  right.   Yes,  we  would  rebuild  the  new  road 
over  the  top  of  the  present  road  and  the  highway  would  still 
be  part  of  U.  S.  93  and  the  Highway  would  still  maintain  it  in 
the  same  conditions. 

B.  KEMLER:     All  right,  I  know  that  our  County  Commissioner  Don  Corrigan  is 
here  and  he  will  probably  back  me  up  on  this.   Mr.  Winkley 
said  that  there  is  no  money  to  maintain  that  if  it  was  to  be 
the  hill  alternate  and  we  turned  back  that  piece  to  the 
County,  they  just  can't  take  care  of  it.  So,  I  live  around 
1280  and  so  wearing  one  hat  I  would  like  to  say  that  as  a 
property  owner  I  would  support  the  P.T.W.  alignment  because 
there  is  no  roadway  to  be  turned  back  to  the  County. 

A  second  hat  that  I  am  wearing  tonight  is  I  am  President  of 
the  Flathead  Lakers  and  the  Flathead  Lakers  would  like  to 
support  the  P.T.W.  alignment  because  of  the  hill  alternate. 
Turning  back  a  piece  of  road  to  the  County  just  means  they 
don't  have  the  money  and  it  would  be  more  taxes  if  they  had  to 
maintain  it.   So,  from  the  standpoint  of  the  Flathead  Lakers, 
they  would  like  to  see  it  stay  as  close  to  the  existing  align- 
ment and  at  the  same  time  do  not  do  any  damage  to  the  lake. 
That  is  our  primary  interest.  Thank  you. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Thank  you.   Yes,  Will  didn't  get  into  that  detail  change  in 
through  this  curve,  which  would  stay  on  what  we  call  the 
P.T.W.,  present  traveled  way  alignment,  but  there  has  been 
also  a  slight  shift  in  there.  That  is  displayed  on  those 
exhibits  in  the  back  that  more  clearly  shows  the  objectives. 
Several  people  at  the  last  meeting  interpreted  our  display 
board  showing  some  fill  going  off  of  that  road  toward  the 
lake.   It  shows  in  a  lot  better  detail  that  we  are  staying 
clear  of  any  fill  going  beyond  the  road  edge  in  that  first 
curve.   That  change  is  made  on  the  P.T.W.  A  gentleman  way  in 
the  back  there? 

J.  WINKLEY:  My  name  is  Jerry  Winkley,  my  father  spoke  a  few  moments  ago. 
I  think  that  the  present  traveled  way  looks  very  good  to  me. 
They  have  raised  it  up  the  hill  far  enough  to  avoid  right-of-way 
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encroachment  below  the  existing  right-of-way  from  approximately 
1280  to  about  1320,  station  numbers  and  I  think  that  will  keep 
out  of  a  lot  of  the  lakeshore  lots  around  the  curve  there  and 
generally  be  a  satisfactory  route.   It  will  also  avoid  approx- 
imately a  mile  and  a  half  of  semi -abandoned  road  as  has 
already  been  mentioned.  Thank  you. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Thank  you,  sir.   I  guess  that  was  the  two  areas  of  most 
concern.  A  gentleman  right  here  please? 

P.  PHILIPS:     I  am  Peter  Philips  and  as  a  property  owner  right  here,  this 

happens  to  be  my  dock,  that  is  right  here.  What  I  am  looking 

at,  and  correct  me  if  I  am  wrong,  is  this  line  here,  the 
second  purple  line  here,  is  that  correct? 

D.  BARTSCH:     Not  quite,  that  is  another  problem  in  this  particular 

instance.   You  are  referring  to  the  docks  which  are  down  on 
the  lake  almost  straight  east  of  Station  1300  approximately 
and  you  are  referring  to  our  blue  and  white  line  here  which  is 
used  to  show  the  centerline  of  the  proposed  road.  The  yellow 
lines  here  are  the  proposed  approximate  right-of-way  lines  to 
accomodate  that  centerline,  that  is  on  our  new  display  board 
showing  the  alternates.   Now,  back  here  on  the  original 
display  board  in  the  same  area  the  yellow  line  was  used  as  the 
centerline,  so  this  yellow  line  here  and  this  blue  and  white 
striped  line  on  the  new  display  represent  the  same  feature. 
The  red  and  white  slashed  lines  on  this  original  board  were 
the  proposed  right-of-way  lines  approximately,  does  that  help? 

P.  PHILIPS:     Was  there  not  an  alternate  to  that  particular,  the  blue  and 
white  line,  where  it  was  50'  further  to  the  west  toward  the 
hill.   In  other  words,  what  my  concern  is  this  right-of-way 
line  still  cuts  through  the  properties  in  this  particular 
area? 


D.  BARTSCH: 


W.  CAREY: 


If  I  am  not  mistaken,  Will  isn't  this  yellow  right-of-way 
line  that  is  along  the  right-hand  side,  all  the  way  from  1290 
around  the  turn  to  about  1320  representing  the  existing  right- 
of-way  line  also?  Aren't  they  intended  to  be  one  and  the 
same? 

Let  me  say  something  here,  there  is  some  encroachment  in  this 
vicinity  here.  There  is  a  very  complicated  approach  design  by 
using  the  hill  alternate,  We  will  go  out  and  impact  from 
about  1288  to  1295,  that  is  if  we  use  the  hill  alternate.   If 
we  use  the  P.T.W.  alternate  then  the  right-of-way  will  stay 
exactly  where  it  is  now,  all  the  way  around  to  about  1315. 
Then  it  kind  of  gradually  goes  over  to  where  we  are   doing  as 
much  impacting  on  one  side  as  we  are  the  other,  where  before, 
in  this  vicinity  here,  we  did  all  of  our  impacting  on  the  left 
or  the  west.   But,  like  I  said,  using  the  hill  alternate  we 
will  have  some  impact  because  we  have  a  frontage  road  that 
will  have  to  come  off  here,  and  come  down  from  the  hill  alter- 
nate which  is  going  up  the  hill.   It  will  have  to  come  down 
and  meet  the  existing  road  for  these  individuals  to  use  this 
area. 
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D.  BARTSCH:     Will,  in  that  particular  area  that  you  just  referred  to  where 
that  jog  is,  the  existing  right-of-way  makes  a  jog  in  there 
closer  to  the  present  road,  doesn't  it? 

W.  CAREY:      The  existing  right-of-way  goes  straight  through  here  now  and 
if  we  use  the  hill  alternate  then  we  will  have  some  impact 
along  this  area.  This  tape  on  this  scale  makes  the  tape  look 
twenty  feet  wide  and  gives  you  an  opticle  illusion.  You  can 
see  that  a  lot  better  on  these  other  drawings  that  are   around 
the  room. 

P.  PHILIPS:     If  I  may  ask  you,  how  far  out  would  this  impact  be  on  here. 
You  were  talking  about  the  possibility  of  fill  in  this  area 
just  a  few  moments  ago,  I  am  sorry  if  you  are  repeating  this 
but  it  just  wasn't  clear  to  me. 

D.  BARTSCH:     The  fill  that  you  are  referring  to  would  be  on  the  lake  side 
between  Station  1305,  1310,  starting  around  the  curve.  Any  of 
the  fill  that  would  go  in  to  build  the  proposed  road  along 
that  centerline  of  the  blue  and  white  hash  mark  would  not  go 
off  of  the  present  road  edge  with  this  proposal.  There  would 
not  be  any  fill  go  over  that  edge,  that  is  what  the  proposal 
is  now  okay?   Some  of  those  things  are  kind  of  difficult  to 
explain  so  you  can  see  them.   I  hopt  that  helps.  Anybody  else 
have  any  particular  questions  or  problems  about  the  couple  of 
changes  and  the  proposal  of  the  project  in  general.   Yes, 
ma ' am? 


MRS.  H.  MARTIN: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


MRS.  H.  MARTIN: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


I  would  like  to  know  who  it  is  that  we  write  to,  to  get 
contact  over  a  specific  area,  that  if  I  would  want  to  talk 
about  something,  who  would  I  contact,  I  mean  by  mail? 

I  guess  I  would  have  to  ask  you  what  you  had  in  mind,  because 
if  it  is  a  particular  highway  maintenance  project  or.... 

No,  not  maintenance  it  would  be  in  the  building.  I  would  like 
to  know,  maybe  a  few  more  things  about  just  how  that  road  is 
going  to  go  in  there  and  that  scenic  area  that  you  are  going 
to  put  in  there  and  how  far  that  would  be  from  my  approach  and 
that  sort  of  thing.   I  would  like  to  have  some  kind  of  a  plan 
so  I  can  see  exactly  what  it  is  going  to  look  like  and  I  would 
like  to  know  who  I  would  get  ahold  of  to  talk  to? 

In  the  very  immediate  future,  like  right  away,  Tom  Barnard  in 
the  Kalispell  office  has  a  set  of  plans.  He  says  it  shows  a 
fairly  detailed  drawings  of  how  that  is  proposed. 


MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  Okay,  thank  you. 

D.  BARTSCH:     He  has  it  right  in  his  office  and  he  will  be  glad  to  go  over 
it  with  you.  Yes,  sir? 
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F.  MORAN: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


W.  CAREY: 

F.  MORAN: 
W.  CAREY: 


F.  MORAN: 

W.  CAREY: 

F.  MORAN: 

W.  CAREY: 

F.  MORAN: 

D.  BARTSCH: 


I  am  Felix  Moran,  I  live  there  at  1460,  we  will  get  off  that 
other  hill.   Did  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  east 
boundary  of  the  right-of-way  will  be  approximately  the  same 
place  it  is  now?  You  have  moved  everything  to  the  west  there 
at  1460. 

Okay,  we  are  at  1460,  we  are  beyond  the  changes.   Will,  I 
guess  you  will  have  to  recap  the  width  of  the  right-of-way  on 
the  east  side  as  it  compares  to  the  present,  which  was  on  our 
proposal  at  the  original  hearing. 

In  this  vicinity  we  changed  this  curve  here  and  flattened  it 
out,  from  1440  to  1460,  thereby  the  new  fill  would  catch  on 
top  of  the  existing  fill. 

It  won't  spill  over  into  that  (Inaudible)  that  the  other  man 
was  worried  about  at  the  last  meeting? 

No,  it  will  not.   It  will  be  on  the  existing  fill,  there  is  a 
point  right  here  where  they  tie  back  together,  where  there 
will  be  a  small  amount  of  infringement  right  in  the  neighbor- 
hood of  1460,  1462,  but  no  big  encroachments. 

Well,  it  is  major  if  you  know  that  it  is  not  the  same  right- 
of-way  that  exists  now. 

Yes,  around  the  curve  it  is  identical. 

How  about  at  1460,  say  you  come  back  in  at  1460,  and  that  is 
basically  to  the  same  spot  that  the  right-of-way  is  now? 

Yes,  basically  but  without  having  the  plans  laying  in  front  of 
me  I  can't  say  that  it  is  exactly,  because  I  know  that  it 
spills  over  there  but  exactly  where,  I  can't  tell  you. 

That's  okay,  you  will  improve  my  approach  that  way. 

Thank  you.   Yes,  I  guess  that  was  right  at  the  end  of  that 
minor  change,  I  was  thinking  that  we  were  off  the  changes 
altogether.  Yes,  ma'am? 


MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  I  have  one  more  question.  On  the  average,  what  is  going  to  be 
the  width  of  this  road  including  the  shoulders,  if  you  need 
any? 

D.  BARTSCH:  That's  a  tough  question.  To  tell  you  what  the  average  right- 
of-way  width  or  the  average  construction  width  on  a  job  like 
this  is  almost  impossible.  I  guess  in  some  particular  areas 
we  can  give  you  an  idea  of  how  much  cut  is  going  to  be  up  on 
one  side  and  then  on  the  other  side,  about  how  far  out  the 
fill  is  going  to  go,  but  it  varies  just  tremendously  on 
different  parts  of  the  job. 

MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  What  would  be  the  minimum  then? 
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D.  BARTSCH:     The  probably  minimum  construction  widths,  in  other  words  from 
one  edge  of  the  construction  on  one  side.... 

MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  That  is  including  the  shoulders,  if  there  is  any? 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay,  wait  a  minute,  that  is  two  different  things. 

MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  Well,  if  there  isn't  any  shoulders  then  what  would  be  the 
minimum? 


D.  BARTSCH: 


Well,  let's  back  up  and  talk  about  shoulders  a  minute. 


MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  Okay. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Will  didn't  go  over  this  because  we  went  over  it  at  the  other 
hearing.   The  proposal  of  the  road  surface  is  still  basically 
the  same  as  we  discussed  before.  Let's  talk  about  the  minimum, 
and  this  would  include  the  shoulders  you  were  referring  to. 
This  typical  section  over  here  is  the  slice  through  the  face 
of  the  road  so  that  you  would  look  at  the  edge  of  the  road 
from  shoulder  to  shoulder.   Now,  the  pavement  surface  starts 
at  one  edge  and  allows  first  for  an  eight  foot  paved  shoulder, 
then  a  twelve  foot  driving  lane  and  then  you  are  at  the  center 
of  the  road,  another  twelve  foot  driving  lane  the  other  direc- 
tion and  then  another  eight  foot  shoulder.  Now,  that  is  the 
paving  surface  width  and  that  will  remain  the  same  throughout 
the  part  of  the  project  that  is  to  build  this  standard. 

MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  That  would  be  about  forty-two  feet? 

D.  BARTSCH:     That  is  forty  feet  even,  from  edge  of  pavement  to  edge  of 
pavement. 

MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  Forty  feet?  Well  then  what  is  going  to  be  the  maximum?  I 
see  that  on  my  property  with  that  truck  lane  that  I  have  it 
figured  out  forty-eight  feet.  Is  that  the  maximum? 


maximum  for  the 
yes.  Now,  that 


D.  BARTSCH:  For  the  road  surface  lanes  that  will  be  the 
areas  where  there  is  a  truck  climbing  lane, 
won't  be  the  maximum  throughout  the  job. 

places  where  Will  pointed  out  a  scenic  turnout,  an  additional 
lane  of  surface  pavement,  in  which  a  car  would 
off  and  get  out  of  the  driving  lanes,  be 
and  look  over  the  lake  and  the  scenery, 
what  the  maximum  widths  are  on  those, 
additional  paving  surface  beyond  these 
there  be?  Another  thirty  feet?  So  in 
there  where  these  scenic 
thirty  feet  of  pavement. 


There  will  be  some 
1  add 
be  able  to  turn 
able  to  stop,  get  out 
I  am  not  sure  just 
Will,  how  much 
driving  lanes  would 
a  short  spot  here  and 
turnouts  are,  you  have  an  additional 


MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  That  would  be  seventy-eight  feet. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Yes,  of  paving  surface  in  those  spots  where  there  is  a  scenic 
turnout. 


13 


c 


c 


MRS.  H.  MARTIN: 

D.  BARTSCH: 
MRS.  H.  MARTIN: 
D.  BARTSCH: 
B.  SPURZEM: 

D.  BARTSCH: 
B.  SPURZEM: 
D.  BARTSCH: 


B.  SPURZEM: 

D.  BARTSCH: 

W.  CAREY: 

B.  SPURZEM: 

W.  CAREY: 

B.  SPURZEM: 

W.  CAREY: 


B.  SPURZEM: 

W.  CAREY: 

B.  SPURZEM: 

W.  CAREY: 

B.  SPURZEM: 

W.  CAREY: 


Okay,  that  is  why  I  want  to  know,  I  want  to  see  the  plat,  how 
that  is  going  to  be. 

Well,  then  you  are  back  to  getting  ahold  of  Mr.  Barnard. 

I  will,  thank  you. 

Swell.  Back  here  again,  this  gentleman  please? 

What  type  of  cut  are  you  going  to  have  there  from  Smith  Camp 
south,  around  where  the  curve  is  now? 

What  type  of  cut? 

I  mean  how  deep  of  a  cut  will  it  be,  any  idea  or.... 

That  is  the  area,  Smith  Camp  is  right  on  the  inside  of  a  curve 
and  we  are  swinging  the  alignment  away  from  that  a  little  bit 
which  is  between  Station  1570  and  1580.  You  are  asking  about 
how  deep  that  cut? 

Yes,  about  1580  to  about  1550,  there,  how  much  of  a  cut  will 
that  be  through  there? 

Will? 

Would  you  believe  about  seventy-five  feet? 

Maybe  we  better  have  a  big  stepl adder. 

No.  Your  name  is  Spurzem,  right? 

Yes. 

We  have  provided  you  guys  with  a  road  that  comes  off,  opposite 
this  one  here,  at  1575.   It  goes  across  right  exactly  where 
this  one  goes  up  here  now.  I  believe  this  goes  up  to  Fisher's 
place,  doesn't  it? 

Yes. 

Okay.   Then  we  will  build  you  a  short  frontage  road  coming 
right  back  along  inside  the  right-of-way  until  it  catches  this 
existing  road  here. 

In  other  words,  basically  follow  the  old  original  highway 
through  there. 

Right,  there  is  a  road  going  through  there. 

That  was  the  State  highway  through  here. 

Okay,  that  goes  across  there,  it  is  all  grown  over  now,  right? 
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B.  SPURZEM: 


Yes. 


W.  CAREY: 

B.  SPURZEM: 

W.  CAREY: 
B.  SPURZEM: 
W.  CAREY: 


B.  SPURZEM: 
D.  BARTSCH: 

M.  CHESTER: 


D.  BARTSCH: 

AUDIENCE: 
M.  CHESTER: 


D.  BARTSCH: 

M.  CHESTER: 

\         D.  BARTSCH: 


Yes,  we  catch  that  and  we  follow  right  on  around  until  we  hit 
your  existing  road  and  then  just  match  it  and  you  can  go  on 
into  your  property. 

And  then  what  type  of  an  access  into  this  area?  Will  that  be 
from  the  frontage  road  here  or. . . . 

Okay,  you  are  talking  about  this  house  that  is  on  the  hill? 

Yes. 

Where  this  cut  comes  out  of  the  hill  at  the  point  that  it 
begins  a  fill,  there  will  be  an  approach  come  off  at  that 
exact  point  that  will  match  this  road  here  and  on  this  other 
end  at  1555  approximately,  it  will  be  the  exact  same  thing, 
where  the  fill  goes  into  cut,  we  will  come  off  and  match  the 
road  on  this  side. 

Okay,  thank  you. 

That  is  the  house  that  is  on  the  remainder  between  the  present 
road  that  will  be  left  as  access  and  the  new  road  across 
there.  This  lady  again  please? 

I  am  Mabel  Chester,  and  the  dangerous  part  of  our  road  is 
between  1300  and  1280,  where  there  is  a  very  deep  dip  and  you 
can't  see  the  cars  coming  up  that  road  until  they  are  just 
practically  on  top  of  the  hill  upon  you.  When  you  make  that 
turn-in,  they  almost  got  me  tonight  making  the  turn-in,  and, 
you  can  look,  but  you  can't  see.  How  much  of  a  fill  are   they 
going  to  put  in  there  to  straighten  up  that?  There  will  have 
to  be  fill  on  the  other  side  before  you  make  the  climb  up. 
How  much  fill  will  there  be  in  front  of  the  M  &  S  Meats? 

You  are  talking  first  about  these  multi -approaches  that  are 
taking  off  from  the  present  road  toward  the  lake  at  about 
1295.... 

1305. 

Yes,  1305,  that  is  where  I  am.  Now,  they  have  plenty  of  time 
to  see  me  till  I  get  to  where  the  three  are  turned  off.  But 
then  there  is  a  deep  dip  there  and  you  can't  see  the  cars 
coming  up. 

The  road  is  straight  through  there  except  it  goes  up  and  down. 

Yes. 

Now,  I  will  have  Will  go  over  the  new  roadway  from  back  here, 
as  far  south  as  you  want  to  go  on  that  straight  alignment  as 
it  comes  into  that  curve.  You  might  want  to  explain  just  how 
that  road  will  look. 
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M.  CHESTER: 


W.  CAREY: 


There  will  have  to  be  a  fill  there  to  straighten  that  out  or 
it  will  be  just  as  bad. 

Well,  yes.   Part  of  the  design  standards  that  we  have  says 
that  we  have  to  provide  passing  sight  distance,  which  is  a 
distance  of  2100  feet.  That  is  about  a  third  of  a  mile  approx- 
imately.  So,  you  come  around  this  hill  and  start  down,  once 
you  reach  this  point  you  can  see  all  the  way  into  this  curve, 
this  is  a  flat  stretch.   The  way  we  have  it  designed,  Yes, 
you  will  be  able  to  see  all  the  way  from  one  end  clear  to  the 
other. 


M.  CHESTER: 
D.  BARTSCH: 


J.  WINKLEY: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


W.  CAREY: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


Oh,  the  way  you 
dangerous. 


have  it  designed.   Good,  because  that  is 
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Yes,  that  again  is  something  like  we  were  saying  about  envis- 
ioning how  the  new  road  will  look.   It  is  hard.  The  new  road 
will  be  almost  perfectly  straight,  perfectly  flat,  maybe  not  a 
zero  grade,  it  may  have  a  little  grade  up  or  down,  but  that 
will  be  a  continuous  line  that  you  will  be  able  to  see.  A 
gentleman  in  back  again? 

One  quick  question?   Could  you  go  over  the  grades  of  the 
present  road  with  the  new  grade?   Will  the  overlay  be  higher 
or  lower  than  the  present  grade  along  through  that  stretch? 

Your  question  is  in  that  same  area  that  we  were  just  talking 
about  if  we  follow  this  P.T.W.  alignment?  What  is  the 
relationship  of  the  grade,  or  how  high  is  the  new  road  going 
to  be  in  relation  to  the  old  road,  is  that  basically  what  you 
are  saying?  First  of  all,  it  will  be  off  to  the  west  a  little 
bit  and  I  guess,  Will,  are  we  going  to  maintain  an  average  of 
the  same  height,  or  is  it  continuously  going  to  be  a  little 
higher  or  a  little  lower? 

Well,  it  doesn't  follow  the  exact  grade.  To  begin  with  here 
at  station  1270,  in  order  to  eliminate  that  dip  that  Mrs. 
Chester  brought  up,  we  had  to  construct  a  fill  so  that  in  the 
vicinity  of  1280  we  have  a  good  sized  fill.   I  can't  remember 
exactly  what  it  is  now,  but  by  the  time  you  get  up  here  to 
1290  between  1290  and  1295,  we  are  near  the  same  grade  now. 
From  that  point  all  the  way  around,  clear  around  to  the  M  &  S 
Meats  we  are  at-grade,  within  just  a  very  small  amount  of  what 
it  is  now.  Well,  as  a  matter  of  fact  we  are  near  the  present 
grade  all  the  way  through  here,  thereby  trying  to  eliminate 
all  the  impact  we  can  to  both  sides. 

So,  what  he  is  saying  is  to  eliminate  the  dips  and  the  hump 
that  they  will  fill  that  dip  in  that  first  area  and  bring  that 
up  so  that  it  matches  the  grade  of  the  rest  of  the  road  where 
you  can't  see  it  now.   Yes,  you  had  another  question,  excuse 
me. 
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MRS.  H.  MARTIN: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


W.  CAREY: 


I  would  like  to  know  in  this  specific  piece  of  construction 
how  many  areas  that  you  have  that  you  are  going  to  designate 
as  a  scenic  turnout  or  a  historic  turnout,  are  there  others 
besides  this  one  on  this  bay? 

First  of  all,  I  guess  they  are  just  scenic  turnouts.  There  is 
nothing  designated  as  a  historic  turnout  or  historic  reference 
so  Will,  if  you  want  to  answer  that? 

There  are  two  on  the  project  that  are  under  tentative  plan  at 
this  point.   The  one  right  opposite  your  ground  about  1345, 
this  is  a  very  good  view  of  the  lake  from  this  point,  you 
probably  know  that.   You  look  down  over  this  picturesque 
little  barn  that  is  down  here  and  it  is  a  real  nice  outlook. 
The  other  one  is  down  here  at  what  we  call,  you  guys  are 
familiar  with  where  Lewis's  gas  station  used  to  be.... 


MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  What  is  that  number? 


W.  CAREY: 


1410.  Now,  Mrs.  Lewis  is  very  concerned  about  this  issue,  she 
has  her  doubts  about  having  a  scenic  turnout  overlooking  her 
property  too.   Like  I  say,  these  are  only  tentative,  but  we  do 
have  two,  and  that  is  another  nice  spot  to  look  out  over  the 
lake.   The  grade  is  such  in  this  vicinity  now  at  1410  that  we 
are  going  to  take  out  those  three  little  cabins  that  are  there 
and  the  gas  station  and  then  there  will  be  a  widening  in  the 
pavement,  where  traffic  can  pull  out,  put  garbage  cans  out, 
and  they  can  stop  there  for  a  few  minutes  and  relax.  But, 
those  are  the  only  two. 

MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  Thank  you. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Yes  sir? 

C.  LEWIS:      I  am  sure  glad  that  you  brought  that  scenic  turnout,  I  forgot 

all  about  it.  At  the  last  meeting  we  had  here  they  promised  me 
that  they  would  not  have  my  road,  that's  going  down  to  my 
place,  turnoff  from  that  scenic  view.   Do  you  know  anything 
about  that?   I'll  tell  you  why,  because  everybody  that  stops 
at  the  scenic  view  would  take  my  private  road  down  to  the 
lake.   There  is  no  way,  you  could  put  up  a  hundred  signs  up 
there  and  they  would  still  go  that  way,  I  don't  want  a  public 
road  made  out  of  my  road  going  down  to  the  lake. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Which  site  is  it? 

C.  LEWIS:      What  you  were  just  talking  about. 

D.  BARTSCH:     The  1410  site. 

C.  LEWIS:      Yes.   I  haven't  kicked  on  it  going  through,  there  is  no  use, 
we  have  been  wanting  this  road  for  so  long  and  I  am  getting 
hurt  worse  than  anybody  on  the  road,  I  guess  you  know  that, 
everybody  does.   I  want  to  see  the  road  go  through,  but  I 
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D.  BARTSCH: 


W.  CAREY: 


D.  BARTSCH: 

D.  LEWIS: 

D.  BARTSCH: 

J.  REGAN: 


D.  BARTSCH: 
W.  CAREY: 


J.  REGAN: 


W.  CAREY: 


J.  REGAN: 
J  AUDIENCE: 


W.  CAREY: 


would  like  to  have  that  scenic  view  moved  south  aways,  if  they 
would.   I  don't  want  my  road  off  of  the  scenic  view.  Can't 
you  put  an  approach  in  there  without  taking  it  off  this  scenic 
view  turnout?  They  said  that  they  would  before,  I  thought 
maybe  you  forgot  about  it? 

He  said  that  he  didn't  forget  about  it,  he  just  didn't  do 
anything  about  it.  About  all  I  can  do  there,  Mr.  Lewis,  is  we 
will  have  them  look  into  a  possible  relocation  of  it  or  there 
may  be  a  way  of  relocating  both  of  them  a  little  bit;  move 
your  road  approach  down  a  little  and  the  scenic  turnout  up  a 
little  or  whatever  you  might  be  able  to  do,  Will? 

Let  me  say  that  we  talked  with  Mrs.  Lewis  on  the  road  out 
there  that  day  and  she  explained  to  us  the  problems  that  you 
had  encountered.   At  that  point,  we  had  all  these  other 
problems  to  deal  with  too.  A  lot  of  this  job  was  just  laying 
dormant  trying  to  resolve  these  big  problems.  Your  problem  is 
known,  like  I  brought  up,  we  know  you  are  concerned  about  that 
and  we  are  going  to  do  the  best  we  can.  But,  most  of  the  rest 
of  the  job  has  been  just  laying  dormant  since  last  September, 
we  haven't  designed  on  anything,  waiting  for  this  public 
hearing  to  get  over  with. 

What  he  is  saying,  he  will  get  back  and  look  at  it  now. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

Thank  you.  Yes  ma'am? 

My  name  is  Judy  Regan  and  I  am  not  impacted  by  that  scenic 
view  turnout  that  he  is  speaking  of,  but  I  am  wondering  why 
you  need  two  scenic  views  so  close  together?  Couldn't  you 
just  get  by  with  one? 

Will,  how  did  that  come  about? 

It  came  about  because  that  is  the  only  two  decent  places  along 
that  whole  seven  mile  stretch  where  you  have  a  good  scenic 
turnout.  Maybe  we  don't  need  two,  and  can  get  by  with  one 
just  fine. 

If  we  have  another  scenic  view  where  the  (Inaudible)  and  it  is 
a  nice  one.  It  is  not  in  the  area   that  you  are,  it  is  an 
entirely  different  view?  But  it  is  a  good  view. 

Approximately  how  far  is  that  from  the  end  of  the  job,  the 
State  Park? 

Oh,  half  a  mile,  a  quarter  of  a  mile. 

The  lookout. 

Okay,  well,  this  is  something  that  I  am  not  aware  of. 
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J.  REGAN: 

WOMAN: 
W.  CAREY: 

D.  BARTSCH: 

T.  BARNARD: 
D.  BARTSCH: 
B.  KEMLER: 


D.  BARTSCH: 


B.  KEMLER: 


i 


W.  CAREY: 


It  is  a  beautiful  scenic  view  and  if  you  had  the  one,  and  that 
one  it  might  suffice. 

Right  where  Lake  County  starts. 

Oh,  okay,  right  where  Lake  County  starts.   I  am  going  to  try 
to  get  these  read  into  the  notes  so  I  have  them  for  reference. 

There  is  something  that  didn't  come  up  before  and  I  guess 
there  is  no  reason  why  we  can't  consider  that,  why  two,  why 
can't  it  be  one,  pardon  Tom? 

Or  none. 

Or  none,  he  says,  yes  sir? 

Bob  Kemler  again,  several  people  have  asked  me  and  I  forgot  to 
bring  it  up  before.   The  question  is  why  is  no  bike  path  or 
walkway  path  considered  on  this  project,  especially  like  from 
the  Rollins  post  office  back  towards  M  &  S  Meats  and  the 
trailer  court?  We  notice  that  they  are  building  it  on  some  of 
the  other  projects,  just  recently  in  the  paper  it  was  on  U.  S. 
2.   Several  people  would  like  to  ride  their  bikes  and  so  they 
would  like  to  have  consideration  of  a  bike  path  and  possibly  a 
walking  path. 

I  guess,  Gordon  correct  me  if  I  am  wrong,  from  other  public 
hearings  and  from  our  proposals  where  we  have  brought  up  bike 
paths,  is  the  amount  of  build  up.   I  would  presume  that  they 
didn't  consider  a  bike  path  here  because  it  is  not  really 
heavily  populated,  from  one  heavily  populated  spot  to  another. 
There  is  certainly  going  to  be  some  bikers  on  here,  there  is 
no  getting  around  it,  they  are  all  over.  We  haven't  tried  to 
incorporate  a  wider  piece  of  pavement  off  to  one  side  except 
where  there  is  a  fairly  close  distance  between  fairly  heavily 
populated  areas  where  it  would  serve  a  lot  of  people.  I  guess 
that  would  be  the  only  answer,  we  hadn't  thought  about  it 
otherwise. 

Well,  with  your  P.T.W.  alignment  and  your  truck  climbing  lane 
and  where  you  end  it  there,  it  isn't  too  much  further  to 
extend,  well,  it  is  some  considerable  distance,  but  I  wouldn't 
say  more  than  a  half  a  mile  to  extend  it  up  to  Rollins  post 
office.   Could  consideration  be  given  to  at  least  being  able 
to  use  the  truck  climbing  lane  and  that  four-foot  shoulder  and 
having  a  little  wider  shoulder  along  there?  Could  the  eight- 
foot  shoulder  that  would  be  standard  beyond  the  truck  climbing 
lane,  could  that  be  widened  so  you  could  use  it  for  a  bike 
path  and  a  walkway  up  to  the  post  office,  between  the  post 
office  and  the  trailer  and  M  &  S  Meats? 

I  understood  you  to  say,  why  couldn't  the  climbing  lane  be 
extended  onto  the  post  office? 
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B.  KEMLER: 


Yes,  well,  not  the  full  width,  but. 


W.  CAREY: 


B.  KEMLER: 


Well,  the  way  it  is  designed  right  now,  we  go  up  the  P.T.W. 
alignment  we  have  the  truck  climbing  lane  beginning  right  here 
at  about  1320.   It  does  extend  clear  over  here  to  1402  approx- 
imately, for  passing.   You  know,  this  being  so  notoriously 
dangerous,  we  are  trying  to  provide  places  for  people  to  get 
around. 

All  right,  on  your  original  layout  from  your  September 
hearing,  that  is  the  green  line  then,  right?  It  goes  up  to 
1400? 


W.  CAREY: 
B.  KEMLER: 

W.  CAREY: 

B.  KEMLER: 
W.  CAREY: 

B.  KEMLER: 


W.  CAREY: 
B.  KEMLER: 


W.  CAREY: 

B.  KEMLER: 

W.  CAREY: 

B.  KEMLER: 


That  is  correct. 

So,  that  could  serve,  that  is  a  four-foot  shoulder  though 
there. 

Well,  throughout  the  rest  of  the  project  we  have  an  eight-foot 
shoulder. 

An  eight-foot  shoulder. 

And  being  in  a  rural  area  it  is  kind  of  the  general  opinion 
that  is  plenty  of  width  for  a  small  amount  of  bikers  to  get 
by. 

Are  you  familiar  with  the  road  between  Somers  and  Lakeside, 
how  they  striped  along  the  pavement  there  by  West  Lake  marina, 
the  one  that  is  closed  now?  They  have  a  striped  condition 
there  that  allows  for,  I  think,  biking  and  walking  and  no 
shoulder.   Could  anything  similar  be  done  there  to  designate 
it  as  that  area  for  biking  or  walking? 

Would  it  really  be  necessary? 

Well,  there  are  people  that  would  like  to  ride  bikes  that 
don't  ride  bikes  now  just  because  there  is  no  shoulder  and 
they  have  asked,  you  know,  could  they  have  a  bike  lane.  Well, 
I  am  just  wondering,  with  a  four- foot  shoulder  you  are  not 
going  to  want  them  riding  their  bike  on  that  twelve-foot  truck 
climbing  lane. 

No,  but  the  twelve-foot  truck  climbing  lane  does  have  the 
four-foot  shoulder  on  it  and  to  me  that  is  wide  enough. 

It  is  wide  enough  for  walking  and  biking? 

You  know,  that  is  more  dangerous  than  the  eight-foot  lane. 

Well,  is  the  four-foot  going  to  be  paved  or  is  it  just,  it 
will  be  paved. 
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W.  CAREY:      Yes,  the  four-foot  will  be  paved,  the  eight-foot  lane  on  the 
standard  roadway  is  paved  too.   Let  me  ask  Gordon  why  it 
couldn't  be  painted. 

D.  BARTSCH:     I  know  the  painting  that  you  are  referring  to  down  there  and 
they  have  put  a  fairly  wide  hashed  paint  stripes  across  there 
to  make  a  more  distinct  division  between  the  driving  lane  and 
the  outside  shoulder.   One  of  the  things  there  is  a  lot  more 
shoulder  width  so  that  they  can  put  that  two  or  three-foot 
wide  painted  panel  on.  I  don't  know  if  they  would  want  to  go 
that  wide  on  this  shoulder  painting.   It  would  designate  the 
outside  edge  of  the  travel  lane  and  be  two  or  three-foot  wide. 
I  don't  know  who  put  that  painting  on  there,  I  don't  think 
that  the  Highway  has  a  standard  at  this  time  for  a  painting 
marker  or  marking  panel  to  make  that  distinction.  I  am  sure 
that,  throughout  the  job,  we  will  have  the  same  rules  as  we  do 
on  the  other  highways  where  we  have  that  wide  a  shoulder  and 
that  is  that  there  is  no  driving  allowed  on  the  shoulders 
except  to  pull  off  for  an  emergency.   I  think  generally  it 
serves  pretty  well  for  bikers  where  there  isn't  a  tremendous 
number  of  them.  Of  course,  they  will  have  a  little  bit  more 
dangerous  situation  where  they  have  to  come  up  the  hill  on  the 
four-foot  shoulder,  most  of  your  slow  traffic  comes  up  that 
lane  so  it  would  be  a  little  bit  of  a  problem  there. 

The  other  thing  that  kind  of  puts  us  between  the  rock  and  the 
hard  spot  is,  if  we  try  to  add  a  couple  more  feet  of  paving 
surface  there,  and  we  already  have  the  climbing  lane,  we  are 
further  into  the  construction  problems  and  the  cut  and  fill 
problems  that  we  already  have.   We  are  in  a  trade-off  situa- 
tion, the  wider  road  and  that  we  hope  the  bikers  will  be  more 
careful  in  those  close  quartered  areas.  This  gentleman  here 
please? 

G.  ALBERT:     My  name  is  Gene  Albert  and  we  take  off  at  about  1500.   I  have 
a  13  year  old  son  that  rides  a  bicycle,  and  myself  and  a 
number  of  people  around  the  area,  they  are  in  the  immediate 
vicinity,  do  ride  horseback,  and  what  I  was  wondering  is  why 
couldn't  we  have,  instead  of  just  widening  the  paved  area 
there,  just  have  an  unpaved  path  within  the  right-of-way,  or 
expand  your  right-of-way  a  little  bit  to  include  an  equestrian 
path  and  bicycle  path.  Also,  now  that  we  have  a  bunch  of 
joggers,  instead  of  them  jogging  right  on  the  highway  just 
have  a  rough  path  through  there  where  we  could  ride  horses.  I 
would  just  love  to  ride  down  and  pick  up  the  mail  but  the  way 
the  highway  is  right  now  it  is  rather  difficult.   I  am  scared 
when  my  son  goes  out  on  the  highway  to  ride,  and  there  are 
people  down  there  at  Table  Bay,  which  is  a  resort  just  beyond 
1540  there,  that  would  utilize  jogging  and  bicycle  pass  and 
possibly  an  equestrian  path.   If  you  could  incorporate  it  all 
in  just  one  path  within  the  right-of-way,  I  have  heard  this 
entertained  at  the  last  meeting  there  and  I  think  that  it  is 
an  excellent  idea. 
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t  know  how  strong  we  have  looked  into  that,  either  here 
other  areas,  all  I  can  do  is  say  that  we  can  take  a  look 
here.   Again,  we  are  back  in  the  width  problem,  if  we 
adding  two  or  three  more  feet  to  accomodate  something 


Can  you  serve  them  within  the  right-of-way?  Put  a  path  within 
the  right-of-way  between  the  pavement  and  the  right-of-way 
boundary,  on  one  side  or  the  other? 

Probably  not  by  particular  design,  but  that  brings  up 
something  that  may  help  you.  Just  by  the  nature  of  the  new 
construction  most  of  our  ditches  will  be  fairly  well  graded, 
except  for  the  steep  cuts  or  the  steep  fills  you  might  have  a 
little  problem,  but  where  there  is  a  normal  cut  or  a  normal 
fill  area,  the  new  slope  sections  will  be  more  gradual  than 
they  are  now.  You  may  find  that  we  don't  have  to  design 
anything  special,  maybe  another  look  at  the  typical  sections, 
you  can  see  what  I  am  talking  about,  Will? 

Let  me  give  you  just  a  brief  idea  of  how  much  will  be  there  if 
we  just  built  the  road  normally  and  we  had  a  minimum  width, 
okay?  Go  on  this  typical  section  over  here  at  the  beginning, 
there  is  a  seventeen-foot,  what  we  call  a  "safety  shoulder," 
from  the  edge  of  the  asphalt  out  to  where  it  breaks  off  onto 
any  given  fill  slope.   That  would  be  seventeen-foot  on  a 
minimum  section,  where  you  go  through  a  cut  section  we  have  an 
additional  twenty-feet,  so  you  would  have  thirty-seven  feet 
through  a  cut  area. 

Would  that  slope  would  be  gradual  enough? 

Yes,  that  is  a  twenty  to  one.  For  every  twenty  feet  you  go 
out  it  only  drops  a  foot,  that  would  be  quite  aways. 

Well,  then  why  not  take  a  D-2  and  just  kind  of  run  through 
there  and  just  kind  of  level  it  off  so  that  they  could  ride 
bicycles?  Keep  them  off  the  highway? 

Well,  that  would  violate  the  standards  that  we  have  to  design 
for.   In  a  cut  section  we  have  to  design  for  the  water  runoff 
and  this  safety  shoulder  that  we  have  that  runs  out  the 
seventeen-feet,  that  is  what  they  call  a  recovery  area  where  a 
car  would  run  off  and  he  would  have  seventeen-feet  to  recover, 
a  safety  area.  Then  the  ditch  line  slope  has  to  be  sloped  to 
get  the  water  away  from  the  road.   If  you  contain  the  water 
over  towards  the  road  then  you  get  this  chuckhole  problem,  the 
water  gets  underneath  the  road  and  softens  it  up  and  on,  and 
on,  and  on. 

Have  you  seen  the  one  outside  of  Coeur  D'Alene  between  Coeur 
D'Alene  and  Sand  Point,  that  bicycle-equestrian- jogging  path 
along  there? 
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W.  CAREY:      No. 

MAN:  It  runs  into  the  ditch  you  know. 

W.  CAREY:      Something  like  this  would  have  to  have  a  lot  of  support,  we 
would  have  to  have  a  considerable  number  of  people  that  would 
demand  this. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Yes,  you  are  getting  into  adding  ten  more  feet  of  right-of-way, 
that  we  will  have  to  buy  to  build  something  out  there  and 
still  build  our  other  requirements.   Like  Will  said,  if  we  had 
a  real  high  demand  or  a  great  concentration  of  people  in 
settlements  that  would  use  this  facility,  I  am  sure  that  we 
would  be  looking  into  it.   I  am  sure  that  in  the  area  you  are 
referring  to  they  probably  have  a  lot  of  good  wide  right-of-way 
that  they  can  use  or  bought  for  that  purpose  because  it  is 
used  a  lot.   I  think  that  you  will  find  though  that  it  won't 
be  too  bad,  it  really  won't  be  too  difficult  for  you  when  the 
new  road  is  in,  yes  sir? 

B.  KEMLER:  Bob  Kemler  again.  Gene  mentioned  Table  Bay  at  1540  but  I  know 
here  on  the  sketch  and  part  of  your  drawing  up  here  to  your 
immediate  left,  by  Smith's  Camp  and  in  the  sketch  from  last 
September  it  shows  that  you  are  swinging  and  have  a  truck 
climbing  lane  in  there  and  from  about  1520  to  1545  or  more, 
you  are  away  from  the  existing  road  and  it  looks  like  that 
becomes  a  frontage  road. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay,  that  is  from  Board  3 

B.  KEMLER:      Yes,  at  about  1520  or  so  you  are  swinging  away,  the  old  road 
is  going  to  be  there  as  a  frontage  road,  is  it  not?  I  know  it 
is  not  at  1500  where  Gene  lives,  but  at  Table  Bay  where  you 
generate  a  lot  of  people,  there  from  about  1520  to  1545  you 
are  going  to  have  2500  feet  of  the  old  road  as  a  frontage 
road,  are  you  not? 

D.  BARTSCH:     That  is  correct,  yes. 

B.  KEMLER:  So  really  they  have  a  built-in  walkway  so  to  speak,  or  bike 
path.  It  doesn't  carry  back  to  Gene  at  1500  but  maybe  some 
thought  could  be  given  to  tying  in  1500  up  to  1520,  I  don't 
know. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Go  ahead,  Will? 

W.  CAREY:      If  I  remember  correctly,  down  in  the  trees  below  the  road  in 
this  vicinity  from  1510,  there  is  an  old  road  off  of  there 
about  thirty,  forty,  fifty  feet.  Wouldn't  that  accomodate  your 
problem  through  there,  and  then  you  could  catch  this  frontage 
road  here?  This  is  going  to  be  a  frontage  road  from  this 
neighborhood  here,  this  little  striped  orange  is  the  access  to 
it,  it  just  runs  back  and  forth.   If  I  remember  right  there 
are  three  or  four  approaches  off  in  there.  But,  down  through 
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the  trees,  that  could  accommodate  your  equestrian  way,  so  to 
speak. 

Those  are  some  of  the  other  features  we  have  to  work  into  the 
uses  around  here,  yes  sir? 

I  am  Erwin  Slethaug  and  I  am  about  the  first  one  there  before 
you  get  to  1270  on  that  bad  curve.  You  say  that  there  will  be 
2100  feet  of  visibility  on  each  side  of  my  driveway.  As  it  is 
now,  I  only  have  about  a  block  on  my  east  and  it  is  very 
dangerous.   I  was  wondering  what  you  will  do  to  improve  that 
approach  to  my  property  there,  that  would  give  me  visibility 
on  both  sides? 

With  the  design  standards  that  we  have  set  up  now,  we  are 
required  to  design  a  curve  so  that  a  car  approach  has  a 
minimum  of  600  feet  of  sight  distance  down  the  way.  There  is 
a  few  exceptions  to  this  on  the  job,  but  in  this  case  you, 
being  on  the  outside  of  the  curve,  that  isn't  one  of  them,  you 
will  have  at  least  600  feet  back  towards  1260,  that  you  can 
see  the  oncoming  traffic.   You  won't  have  that  2100  feet  but 
once  you  get  around  this  way,  you  will  be  able  to  see  down 
there  a  long  ways. 

Yes,  good.   But,  as  it  is  now,  it  is  very  dangerous  for  me. 

Yes,  we  had  that  over  here  at  1310  too,  but  if  you  are  on  the 
outside  of  the  curve  you  will  be  able  to  see  real  good  or  good 
enough  so  that  you  can  get  on  there  without  taking  your  life 
in  your  hands  so  to  speak. 

A  gentleman  in  back  again  please? 

Jerry  Winkley  again.   If  my  understanding  is  correct,  the  new 
road  would  be  at  least  double  the  present  paved  width,  almost 
anywhere  and  in  some  cases  considerably  wider  than  double  the 
present  width.   You  will  also  have  a  wide  shoulder  so  that 
many  of  these  approaches,  instead  of  coming  up  onto  the  highway 
and  being  right  on  the  oil  immediately,  you  will  be  on  a 
shoulder  and  have  a  chance  to  stop  if  you  are  on  an  incline 
and  look  before  you  are  actually  on  the  oil,  is  that  correct? 

Yes,  that  is  another  thing  that  we  forget  sometimes.  The  end 
of  your  present  approach  comes  up  to  the  edge  of  the  pavement 
and  the  edge  of  the  pavement  is  almost  in  the  driving  lane. 
The  new  road  will  give  you  that  eight-foot  of  shoulder  to  be 
up  on  before  you  get  in  the  driving  lane.   Yes,  just  that 
feature  alone  will  be  a  tremendous  improvement  in  safety,  yes. 

The  design  standards  also  dictate  that  we  profile  have  a 
twenty-five  foot  landing  if  you  have  a  steep  approach.  This 
twenty-five  foot  landing  is  from  the  edge  of  the  oil  out  on  a 
2  to  or  3%  grade.   So,  that  will  handle  a  one-ton  truck. 
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D.  BARTSCH:     So,  just  about  every  approach,  even  though  it  has  to  be 
changed  in  some  directions  should  be  tremendously  improved 
over  what  it  is.  Okay,  I  heard  most  of  the  comments  favoring 
the  two  changes  and  most  of  the  comments  seem  to  support  the 
P.T.W.  alternate.   I  do  want  to  put  in  the  record  that  I  have 
one  written  statement  submitted  that  supports  the  hill  alter- 
nate and  refers  to  more  than  one  person  as  being  represented. 
I  guess  we  are  not  going  to  take  counts  but  I  have  had  some 
questions  on  both,  to  keep  that  record  straight.  Yes  ma'am? 

S.  ROLFING:     I  am  Sue  Rolfing,  I  am  curious  as  to  the  procedure  from  this 
point  on.   Will  these  photographs  be  available  for  us  to  look 
at,  or  for  others  to  look  at? 

Is  any  comment  make  in  a  written  form  following  tonight's 
meeting  every  bit  as  valid  as  one  made  in  person  here  tonight, 
and  to  whom  do  we  direct  any  comments  we  wish  to  make? 

D.  BARTSCH:     You  must  have  been  reading  my  notes,  that  is  what  I  was 

leading  into.  It  looks  like  we  have  most  of  the  discussion  and 
particular  comments  out  of  the  way.   Again,  we  will  handle 
this  like  the  public  hearing  process  where  we  will  send  out 
the  transcript,  we  invite  any  written  statements  to  be  sent  in 
supporting,  opposing,  whatever  your  subject  is.  Those  written 
statements  will  be  included  with  the  transcript  of  our  hearing 
tonight  and  it  will  be  distributed  in  the  same  manner.  This 
hearing  tonight  and  the  comments,  along  with  the  transcript  of 
the  original  public  hearing  which  has  pretty  well  be  reviewed 
already,  will  be  submitted  to  the  Highway  Engineering  Depart- 
ment, the  Federal  Highway  Administration,  the  County 
Commissioners,  and  others,  to  determine  the  alignments  that  we 
should  go  with 

Once  that  is  decided,  Alpha  Engineering  will  complete  the 
design.   They  have  quite  a  lot  of  it  done  but,  of  course,  in 
the  areas  of  alternates  they  will  have  to  do  somewhat  more, 
complete  all  the  plans,  complete  the  right-of-way  plans  and 
when  they  are  approved  Howard  Johnson's  team  will  receive 
those  and  begin  the  process  of  purchasing  the  right-of-way. 
Back  up  just  a  minute,  before  that  happens  I  will  send  out  a 
notice  and  that  notice  will  be  mailed  out  to  everyone  that  is 
on  my  mailing  list  advising  that  the  design  has  been  completed 
and  has  been  approved  and  we  are  going  on. 

As  far  as  these  photos,  normally  I  keep  these  in  my  office  in 
Helena,  they  are  part  of  the  public  hearing  process.   They 
will  probably  not  be  as  good  as,  once  we  get  plans  completed. 
Both  Tom  Barnard's  office  in  Kali  spell  and  Howard's  right-of- 
way  office  in  Missoula  will  have  the  construction  and 
right-of-way  plans,  which  will  probably  be  a  lot  better. 

These  photos  will  be  in  Helena  and  you  are  welcome  to  see 
them,  of  course. 
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WOMAN:         Can  I  ask,  are  written  comments  as  valid? 

D.  BARTSCH:  Yes,  we  consider  those  in  the  same  light  as  statements  made  at 
the  hearings,  as  far  as  trying  to  judge  the  will  of  the  people 
and  the  best  way  to  go. 

MAN:  Do  you  have  a  target  date  yet  for  the  completion  of  plans  and 

letting  bids? 

D.  BARTSCH:  I  don't  know  about  a  target  date  on  completion  of  plans,  do 
they  have  a  date  Gordon?  Who  knows  when  you  are  to  get  the 
plans  in  if  we  can  get  this  design  approved  shortly. 

J.  CASHELL:     Can  I  say  something  else  first.  Gordon  asked  me  to  say  some- 
thing earlier  tonight  and  Mr.  Bartsch,  in  his  usual  fashion, 
said  everything  that  I  was  going  to,  so  it  was  not  necessary. 
»  However,  I  would  like  to  make  a  comment.   My  name  is  John 

Cashell,  Alpha  Engineers.   My  initial  assignment  was  to 
explain  to  you  regarding  the  design  hearing,  the  prior 
corridor  hearing  and  so  on,  this  is  what  Dan  handled  so 
nicely.   I  would  like  to  say  one  thing  though,  we  were  here 
last  September  in  this  same  room,  we  had  a  similar  group  but 
very  dissimilar,  I  think  tonight  we  have  accomplished  a  whole 
lot,  we  are    very  pleased  to  see  that  a  whole  number  of 
decisions  were  made  tonight  and  we  thank  you  for  your  cooper- 
ation and  hopefully  next  time  when  we  come  back  we  will  get 
the  same  reception. 

Now,  to  answer  your  question.  As  far  as  a  completion  date  on 
our  design  it  depends  on  when  the  public  hearing  transcript  is 
made  available,  when  we  can  get  after  the  project.   As  was 
indicated  earlier,  we  have  quite  a  lot  of  this  put  together 
already  but  we  have  some  large  question  areas,  which  are   not 
solving  themselves  or  we  are  getting  answers  tonight.   So, 
hopefully  by  the  end  of  the  fall,  the  end  of  the  year,  we  will 
have  our  part  of  the  job  done  so  the  rest  is  up  to  these 
fellows,  thank  you  again. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Okay,  my  target  dates  are,  usually  the  transcript  gets 

completed  and  proofed,  and  distributed  in  a  matter  of  five  to 
six  weeks,  somewhere  in  there,  it  depends  on  how  many  other 
transcripts  we  are  working  on.   It  takes  another  month  or  two 
by  the  time  we  get  the  okays  from  the  different  departments  as 
to  location  to  complete  the  design  and  get  the  approval  out. 
So  we  are  looking  at  two  to  three  months  there  before  John 
gets  the  go-ahead  to  complete  the  plans.   Like  he  said,  this 
fall,  the  end  of  the  year  probably  Howard  should  be  getting 
some  right-of-way  plans.   Howard,  can  guess,  maybe  a  year  to 
complete  the  right-of-way  purchase  on  a  job  like  this?  Yes, 
ma'am? 

MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  He  said  something  that  they  had  some  of  this  already  finished. 
I  would  like  to  know  if  they  have  the  plat  already  finished  in 
the  Engineering  Department  on  this  piece  of  property  that  I 
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have  at  1350,  where  the  scenic  view  is? 
just  how  they  layout  it  and  how  it  is 
property.  I  want  to  know  just  how  far 
there.   See,  this  is  going  to  be  quite 


I  would  like  to  know 
going  to  affect  my 
it  is  coming  down  in 
a  few  feet,  this  will 


D.  BARTSCH: 


be  seventy-eight  feet  across  there  and  I  am  concerned  because 
it  is  very  steep  there? 

I  am  sure  that  there  are  some  fairly  decent  preliminary  plans 
that  you  can  look  at  now. 
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MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  That  is  what  I  want  to  see. 

D.  BARTSCH:     I  emphasize  preliminary,  of  course,  getting  into  some  details, 
there  could  be  some  minor  changes  maybe,  but  you  can  get  a 
pretty  good  idea  by  getting  ahold  of  Tom. 

MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  I'll  do  that. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Yes,  sir? 

P.  PHILIPS:     I  happened  to  hear  the  Governor  bemoan  the  fact  today  that  the 
Highway  Department  is  hurting  for  funds,  part  and  parcel 
perhaps,  the  oil  and  gas  tax,  the  Legislature,  where  is  the 
money  going  to  come  from  with  the  Montana  Highway  Department 
in  problems  with  finances  at  the  present  time? 

D.  BARTSCH:     That  leads  into  the  last  bombshell  that  I  was  going  to  drop  on 
you  and  try  to  get  out  of  here.  It  wasn't  something  that  you 
specifically  asked  but  it  was  something  I  know  I  have  to  tell 
you.   At  our  last  public  hearing  we  told  you  that  our  letting 
board  showed  that  we  were  shooting  to  let  this 
contract,  I  think  it  was  in  June  or  July  of  1983. 
that  before,  that  finance  report  came  out  in  the 
of  months.  All  the  rumors  from  the  Federal  government  are  they 
are  going  to  cut  back  this  and  that,  the  highway  trust  fund 
may  be  anywhere  from  minor  reduction  to  major  dismantling  or 
anything  in  between,  including  suggestions  of  completely 
eliminating  any  secondary  funds  to  ever  come  out  to  the 
States.   They  will  be  diminished  in  very  large  chunks  in  the 
next  couple  of  years.  What  are  some  of  the  other  neat  pieces 
of  news? 

Well,  as  you  said,  the  road  funds  right  within  the  State  are 
just  being  diminished  something  terrible.   There  are  two 
things  that  are  happening  today,  the  cost  of  building  one  mile 
of  just  a  standard  primary  highway  has  just  jumped  by  leaps 
and  bounds  in  the  last  very  few  years  and  I  am  sure  that  most 
of  you  here  know  that  you  have  cutback  on  the  use  of  your 
gasoline,  either  by  going  to  smaller  vehicles  or  traveling 
less  or  whatever.  The  State  gas  tax  fund  is  based  on  a  fixed 
number  of  cents  per  gallon  sold  regardless  of  how  much  it  is 
sold  for,  consequently  the  State  gas  tax  fund  itself  has  been 
diminishing  at  tremendous  rates  because  of  this.  That  was  the 
basis  of  the  revised  letting  dates  on  lots  of  jobs  all  across 
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the  State.   They  took  jobs  and  moved  all  of  them  further  in 
the  future. 

This  job  and  the  Rollins  job,  the  job  south  of  here,  came  out 
on  our  letting  board  for  beyond  1986.  We  don't  know  just  when 
we  are  going  to  be  able  to  let  it  to  contract. 

AUDIENCE:      (Inaudible) 

D.  BARTSCH:  A  couple  of  people  said  it  started  in  be  '55.  I  can  believe 
that.  So,  we  don't  know,  we  are  still  going  on,  we  are  still 
moving  right  along  with  whatever  funds  we  get  to  complete  the 
plans,  try  to  get  the  authorization  to  start  buying  right-of- 
way  but  we  don't  have  a  date.  Yes,  sir? 

B.  KEMLER:      Bob  Kemler  again,  yes.   I  just  read  a  report  from  the  Federal 
Highway  Administration  not  more  than  a  month  ago  and  it  said 
when  cutting  back  the  secondary  funds  and  the  urban  funds, 
which  you  are  correct  about,  I  think  it  is  '84  and  '85.   (End 
of  Tape) 

D.  BARTSCH:     I  didn't  know  about  that. 

H.  OLLILA:     We  have  only  heard  what  some  of  the  proposed  Highway  bills  are 
and  we  don't  have  anything  firm  on  it,  but  I  have  heard  that 
same  story  too  and  I  can't  tell  you  anything  for  sure  now. 

D.  BARTSCH:     Like  I  say,  the  rumors  and  the  references  so  far  aren't  very 
good  and  this  isn't  the  only  job  nor  the  only  area  affected  in 
all  the  financial  districts  the  jobs  were  stretched  out. 

WOMAN:        When,  if  ever,  does  it  ever  become  a  priority  job?  How  many 
deaths  on  the  highway  and  such  does  it  become,  they  have 
talked  about  this  highway  for  twenty  years  and  when  does  it 
become  a  priority?  When  how  many  people  get  killed,  have  they 
got  a  number  set  aside? 

D.  BARTSCH:     Not  that  I  know  of.  That  gets  into  the  sufficiency  rating  of 
a  highway  and  there  is  a  myriad  of  items.  But  that,  was  like 
I  say,  is  the  last  bad  news  that  I  had  for  you.  On  all  of  our 
jobs  as  far  as  I  know,  as  far  as  our  Engineering  Departments 
are  going,  we  are  still  trying  to  move  along,  trying  to  get 
them  at  least  completed,  if  we  can  get  as  far  as  buying  the 
right-of-way  and  then  having  it  sit  on  the  shelf  then  hope- 
fully, if  the  money  shows  up,  it  can  go. 

The  gentleman  made  a  comment  about  the  possible  coal  depletion 
fund.   As  far  as  I  know  they  are  not  looking  at  allowing  any 
of  that  fund  to  be  used  to  build  any  roads  in  this  area.  They 
are,  in  those  impact  areas,  and  there  are  several  of  those 
jobs  that  are  well  along.  They  are  due  to  be  let  in  the  next 
few  months  and  over  the  next  couple  of  years,  one  after  the 
other.  Yes,  ma'am? 


28 


r 


r 


' 


) 


MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  I  would  like  to  ask  another  question.  At  my  property  I  have  a 
great  deal  of  trouble  with  cars  and  trucks  going  through  my 
fence  and  is  there  some  way  that  we  could  get  the  Highway 
Department  to  put  some  caution  signs  there  and  maybe  reduce 
the  speed  in  that  area.   I  think  this  is  the  big  trouble,  they 
go  too  fast  around  that  curve  and  last  year  one  of  those  big 
trucks  from  Heaven's  Gate  went  down  into  my  place. 

D.  BARTSCH:     And  they  weren't  shooting  some  of  the  film  down  there. 

MRS.  H.  MARTIN:  I  wish  they  had  left  it  there. 

D.  BARTSCH:     I  will  direct  that  comment  to  Tom  for  the  present.  Of  course, 
the  new  road  will  give  them  some  recovery  space.   If  a  car 
does  leave  the  highway,  before  they  get  to  your  fence  they 
should  be  able  to  get  stopped  or  straightened  out  when  the  new 
road  is  built.  Anybody  else?  Everybody  hear  everything  that 
they  need?  Thank  you  all  very,  very  much  for  your  attendance, 
thanks  again.   Don't  forget  to  sign  that  book  back  there. 
Thank  you. 
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My  lot  has  little  space  for  drive-way  and  garden  spot 
as  it is  a  view  lot,  situated  high  on  the  rocky  hill  top. 
We  would  hate  bo  lose  any  space  we  need  now  for  garden  and 
turn  around. 

The  opposite  side  6f   the  road  is  not  used  for  anything 
but  grazing  and  seems  to  be  a  good  alternative. 


Thank  You, 


0M^^ 


) 


■■  .*> 


f 


f 


I 


Rollins,  Mont. 
June  23,  1981 


Montana  Highway  Dept. 

Kali 8 pell,  Division, 

Dear  Mr.  Howard  Stockwell, 

After  attending  a  meeting  at  Lakeside  recently, 
I  feel  that  there  is  real  concern  about  my  property 
at  Rollins,  Lot  1,  sec.  31,  Rt.  station  1266  +  . 
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According  to  the  proposed  right  of  way  which  would  come 
into  my  lot  some,  it  seems  that  the  position  of  tne  ex- 
isting fence  would  place  the  new  line  ten  or  more  feet 
inside.  I  have  a  septic  tank  and  drain  field  about  ten 
feet  in  from  the  fence.  The  sewage  is  pumped  150feet 
more  or  less  up  from  our  house.  The  surveyers  couldn't 
have  seen  this,  so  were  unaware  of  it's  position.  If 
this  system  has  to  be  moved  further  into  the  lot  it  would 
be  too  near  the  well  which  is  about  100  ft.  awayj  re- 
quired by  health  and  environmental  dept. 
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Star  Rtei 
Lakeside,  Mt. 
June  17,  1981 


Gary  J,  Wicks 
Director  of  Highways 


Dear  Mr.  Wicks: 
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Concerning  project  F  5-2  (3)  highwav  93  Flathead  county  line  south,  my  -prop- 
erty that  the  projected  new  routing 'of  the  highway  would  cross  is  appr""  ii 
:L  lately  between  points  159p  and  1572,  I  have  talked  with  highway  enr  infers 
Gordon  Larson  and  Tom  Barnard.  I  agreed  with  them  that  the  present  routing 
of  the  highway  through  my  property  is  the  most  feasible.  They  suggested  that 
I  encourage  the  most  easterly  final  routing  through  my  properttjf  as  this  is 
my  most  productive  agriculture  land. 

However  the  proposed  access  road  from  my  main  driveway,  approximately  point 
1575,  to  my  secondary  access  road,  approximately  point  1572  is  totally  un- 
acceptable to  me.  I  do  not  need  or  want  it.  This  access  road  is  to  the  west 
of  the  proposed  new  rov+i'nr  for  the  highway  end  would  only  take  out  more 
valuable  agriculture  land  from  oroduction* 

Respect-fully, 

Tack  Fischer 
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Steve  Rolfing 
P.O.  Boy  303 
Whitefish,  MT  5993? 


Dept.  of  Highways 
2701  Prospect  Ave. 
Helena,  MT   59601 

Attn:  Public  Hearings  Unit 

Dear  Gentlemen; 

On  behalf  of  my  grandmother,  Mrs.  R.C.  Rolfing,  I  would  like 
for  this  to  be  a  letter  of  record  expressing  my  opposition 
to  any  proposal  for  reconstructing  HWY  93  in  the  area  South 
of  Rollins  that  would  move  it  closer  to  Flathead  Lake. 

Mrs.  Rolfing  owns  10  acres  between  the  lake  and  the  highway 
on  the  curve  just  South  of  the  trailer  park  and  M&S  Meats. 
This  is  already  a  very  narrow  strip  of  property  and  moving  the 
highway  closer  to  the  lake  will  drastically  reduce  its 
desireability. 

I  believe  that  a  proposal  that  would  take  the  highway  further 
to  the  West  would  be  much  more  satisfactory  to  those  who  live 
in  the  area.   In  addition  it  does  not  make  sense  to  me  to 
destroy  high  value  lakeshore  property  when  the  roadbed  could 
easily  be  moved  onto  the  lower  value  property  to  the  West. 

I  would  appreciate  being  informed  of  any  further  develop- 
ments in  this  case.  Thank  you  for  your  time. 


Sincerely, 
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359  CRESCENT  BAY  DRIVE 
ROLLINS,  MONTANA  59931 
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DIAL  (406)  844-3662 
REAL  ESTATE  BROKER 

June  9,  1981 


Gary  J.  Wicks,  Director 

Montana  State  Highway  Department 

Helena,  Montana  59601 

REi   Project  F  5-2  (3) 

Flathead  County  Line  -  South 

Dear  Mr.  Wicks i 

I  talked  with  several  of  my  neighbors  who  own  lake- 
shore  land  below  Highway  93  between  stations  1290  and  13^0 
south  of  Rollins.   We  are  very  happy  with  the  probability  of 
your  locating  the  proposed  new  Highway  93  right-of-way  west 
of  the  current  right-of-way  instead  of  across  the  valuable 
lakeshore  land  on  which  our  homes  are  locatedo   The  way  you 
have  designed  the  proposed  Hill  Alternate  route  across  tribal 
and  other  low  value  land  which  is  now  receiving  little  use  and 
the  manner  in  which  easy  curves  are  planned  to  eliminate  the 
dangerous  curve  at  station  1310  and  still  have  the  right-of- 
way  avoid  passing  through  Stewarts1  Big  Sky  Trailer  Court  and  too 
close  to  Bertings  home  is  commendable. 

We  heartily  approve  the  proposed  Hill  Alternate  Route 
for  the  proposed  right-of-way. 
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fl?aHkEead    ROLLINS,  MONTANA  59931 


MONTANA  406/844-3501 

SAN  DIF.GO  714/462-1616 

714/583-7148 


June  10,  1981 


State  of  Montana 
Department  of  Highways 
Helena,  Montana 

Re:   Realignment  of  Highway  93 

To  Whom  it  may  Concern: 

Because  of  conflicting  interest  with  another  meeting 
with  the  Lake  County  Planning  Board  this  evening  I 
was  unable  to  attend  the  meeting  to  discuss  the  plans 
for  "the  alignment  of  the  State  Highway  between  1300 
and  1390. 

We  have  been  carefully  considering  all  facts  involved 
and  discussing  them  with  our  neighbors.   We  feel  that 
if  we  are  compensated  for  our  losses  as  stated  in  our 
previous  letter  to  your  office,  that  the  improvement  of 
the  existing  lower  level  route  would  be  much  better 
than  moving  to  Hill  Alternate. 


Yours  truly,    ,    ,_      * 
Marvin  W.  Stewart 
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State    of  Montana 
Department   of  Highways 
?701   Prosoect   A.Veheue 

Helena,    Mt.      "39620 


3i  rs: 
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A.s  1  was  unable  to  attend  the  June  10th.  meeting  in  Lakeside 
1  would  like  to  make  the  following  statement,  ^retaining  to 
Highway  93 

Just  north  of  the  Rollins  Post  Of f ice'between  1390  &  1400  on 
your  may  are  some  springs  on  the  Laite  side  of  the  highway. 
Those  sorings  form  n  small  creek (known  as  Clear  Greek)  and 
also  orovide  water  supply  for  homes  that  area. 

Where  to  creek  runs  into  Flathead  Lake  is  one  of  the  few  creeks 
where  the  salmon  spawn  naturally. 

1  think  a  more  thorough  study  of  this  are*1  is  needed  for  the 
benefit  of  the  environment. 

Very  truly  yours; 


/  A^L^UA^Ly 


'Mamie  N.  Rogers,  Postmaster  &  Taxoayer 
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P.  0.  Box  10742 

Bainbridge  Island,  Wa.  9^>110 

June  1,  1931 


.  N  k 


Department  of  Highways 
State  of  Montana 
2701  Prospect 
Helena,  Montana  59501 

Dear  Sirs: 


We  received  the  Notice  of  Highway  Department  Informational  Meeting, 
June  10,1981  and  the  aerial  maps  of  the  proposed  changes  for  project 
F-5-2  (3) »  Flathead  County  Line  South.  We  will  be  unable  to  attend 
the  meeting  at  Lakeside,  but  wish  to  express  our  opinion  to  the 
Department. 

We  have  walked  the  survey  stakes  for  the  center  line  on  the  hill 

above  the  present  highway  and  if  this  becomes  the  Highway  Department's 

final  location  for  the  new  highway,  we  will  gladly  give  our  approval. 

Our  interpretation  of  the  aerial  maps  is  that  the  present  highway 

vail  be  used  as  a  frontage  road  from  1590  to  I63O  and  that  there  will 

be  no  acquisition  of  additional  right-of-way  or  infringement  onto  private 

property  on  the  lake  side  of  the  present  highway.   If  these  intrepretations 

of  the  changes  are  correct,  we  applaud  the  Highway  Department's  location 

changes. 

We  want  to  thank  the  Montana  Highway  Department  for  keeping  us  informed 
on  this  project  and  wish  tc  have  our  names  kept  on  the  mailing  list 
for  any  future  project  notices.  Thank  you. 

Sincerely  yours, 


/X^^    l^r         W^^J^*^ 


Sant  B.'y  Wakefield 
Marjorie  J.  Wakefield 
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Rollins,  Montana  59931 
May  26,  1981 


Department  of  Highways 
Public  Hearings  Unit 
2701  Prospect  Avenue 
Helena,  Mt.   59601 

Gentlemen: 


REFERENCE*  Project  F-5-2  (3)  Flathead  County  Line  South 


In  response  to  Mr.  Gary  J.  Wicks*  letter  dated  May  19,  1981,  the 
following  comments  are  made  prior  to  the  scheduled  June  10,  1981,  meeting. 
It  appears  that  the  PTW  alignment  from  station  #1270  to  13^0  represents 
a  substantial  Improvement  over  the  location  proposed  at  the  September  17,  1980, 
meeting.     Encroachment  on  lakefront  property  is  reduced  between  stations 
1300  and  1320.  The  relatively  minor  recommended  uphill  shift  of  the  road 
centerline  seems  to  have  been  accomplished. 

I  take  strong  exception  to  the  "hill  alignment"  particularly  after 
being  told  verbally  that  it  was  no  longer  being  seriously  considered.  This 
alignment  automatically  creates  nearly  !§■  mil^s  of  abandoned  highway  (existing 
U.S.  93  from  station  1285  to  1340) .   The  old  highway  will  remain  in  use  by  a 
number  of  residents,  however  it  will  be  abandoned  in  terms  of  maintenance  and 
snow  removal.  Secondly,  it  will  create  severe  economic  hardship  on  M  &  S 
Meats  which  will  no  longer  be  visible  from  the  main  highway.  Thirdly,  the 
"hill  alignment"  traverses  ground  heavily  used  by  deer  and  runs  very  near  a  spring 
they  use  for  water.   I  urge  you  to  drop  the  "hill  alignment." 

While  not  directly  affected  by  the  route  from  Smith  Camp  to  the 
entrance  to  West  Shore  State  Park,  the  relocation  further  away  from  the  Lake 
looks  good. 

On  May  6th,  my  wife  and  son  escaped  serious  injury  in  an  accident 
at  station  1296.  The  primary  cause  of  the  accident  was  a  large  freight  truck 
with  defective  brakes.  A  significant  contributory  cause  was  the  existing  outmoded 
highway  with  no  shoulder  area.   Had  a  reasonably  wide  shoulder  existed,  there 
would  have  been  no  accident  at  all.  I  use  this  example  to  emphasize  the  urgent 
need  to  rebuild  this  stretch  of  highway.  Dramatic  improvement  is  possible 
without  major  relocation.  Further  delay  will  only  increase  risks  and  costs. 

Please  move  ahead  with  the  revised  PTW  route  design  in  the  quickest 
practical  manner. 

Respectfully, 
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